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STEVE SIX
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January 27, 2009

Dear Fellow Kansans:

The Kansas Attorney General’s Office works to protect vulnerable Kansans from
abuse, neglect and exploitation. The Abuse, Neglect and Exploitation (ANE) unit
receives complaints of abuse, investigates the complaints, and works to assist Kansas
with these difficult problems.

Working together with state and local agencies like the Kansas Department of
SRS, Department on Aging, Kansas Department of Health and Environment, as well as
local law enforcement, the AG’s office is dedicated to making our state a safe place to
live for Kansans of all ages.

Sincerely,

Sas .

KANSAS ATTORNEY GENERAL
STEVE SIX
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System improvement is an ongoing process; it requires strong commitment to
real and meaningful collaboration by the many entities playing a role in its
development. The ANE Unit appreciates the individual and agency contributions
from Kansas law enforcement, county and district attorneys, Kansas Department
of Social and Rehabilitation Services (SRS), Kansas Department on Aging
(KDOA), Kansas Department of Health and Environment (KDHE), as well as
other associates. In addition to external partners, the ANE Unit, within the Victim
Services Division, frequently utilizes the expertise and resources supplied by
other divisions of the Office of the Kansas Attorney General. The Civil Litigation,
Criminal, Logic, Consumer Protection and Medicaid Fraud Divisions all assist in
the work. The ANE Unit relies on the cooperation and partnership of one and all
to improve the response to vulnerable adults and children in Kansas. Each
partner plays a significant role in the effort to increase recognition, reporting and
prosecution of cases involving abuse, neglect and exploitation.
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K.S.A. 75-723
Chapter 75.—STATE DEPARTMENTS; PUBLIC OFFICERS AND
EMPLOYEES
Article 7.—ATTORNEY GENERAL

75-723. Abuse, neglect and exploitation unit; confidentiality of
investigations; reports forwarded to unit; report to legislature; rules and
regulations; prohibition on use of funds; contracting. (a) There is hereby
created in the office of the attorney general an abuse, neglect and exploitation of
persons unit.

(b) Except as provided by subsection (h), the information obtained and the
investigations conducted by the unit shall be confidential as required by state or
federal law. Upon request of the unit, the unit shall have access to all records of
reports, investigation documents and written reports of findings related to
confirmed cases of abuse, neglect or exploitation of persons or cases in which
there is reasonable suspicion to believe abuse, neglect or exploitation of persons
has occurred which are received or generated by the department of social and
rehabilitation services, department on aging or department of health and
environment.

(c) Except for reports alleging only self-neglect, such state agency receiving
reports of abuse, neglect or exploitation of persons shall forward to the unit:

(1) Within 10 days of confirmation, reports of findings concerning the
confirmed abuse, neglect or exploitation of persons; and

(2) Within 10 days of such denial, each report of an investigation in which
such state agency was denied the opportunity or ability to conduct or complete a
full investigation of abuse, neglect or exploitation of persons.

(d) On or before the first day of the regular legislative session each year, the
unit shall submit to the legislature a written report of the unit’s activities,
investigations and findings for the preceding fiscal year.

(e) The attorney general shall adopt rules and regulations as deemed
appropriate for the administration of this section.

(f) No state funds appropriated to support the provisions of the abuse,
neglect or exploitation of persons unit and expended to contract with any third
party shall be used by a third party to file any civil action against the state of
Kansas or any agency of the state of Kansas. Nothing in this section shall
prohibit the attorney general from initiating or participating in any civil action
against any party.

(g) The attorney general may contract with other agencies or organizations to
provide services related to the investigation or litigation of findings related to
abuse, neglect or exploitation of persons.

(h) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, nothing shall prohibit the
attorney general or the unit from distributing or utilizing only that information
obtained pursuant to a confirmed case of abuse, neglect or exploitation or cases
in which there is reasonable suspicion to believe abuse, neglect or exploitation
has occurred pursuant to this section with any third party contracted with by the
attorney general to carry out the provisions of this section.
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ACTIVITIES, INVESTIGATIONS, FINDINGS

For the period of July 1, 2007 to June 30, 2008 the ANE Unit received 1640
reports of substantiated or confirmed abuse, neglect or exploitation from Kansas
Department of Social and Rehabilitation Services (SRS), Kansas Department on
Aging (KDOA) and Kansas Department of Health and Environment (KDHE).
The reports consisted of 1344 from SRS Children and Family Services (CFS),
252 from SRS Adult Protective Services (APS), 37 from KDOA, and 7 from
KDHE.

State of Kansas

CFS
81.95%

KDHE
0.43%

APS
15.37%

KDOA
2.26%

SRS Children and Family Services (CFS) - Social workers investigate reports
of child abuse, including physical injury, physical neglect, emotional injury or
sexual acts inflicted upon a child.  http://www.srskansas.orqg.

SRS Adult Protective Services (APS) - Social workers investigate reports and
provide protective services to adults, with their consent, who reside in the
community, adults residing in facilities licensed/certified by Social and
Rehabilitation Services, and to adults residing in adult care homes and other
facilities licensed by the Kansas Department on Aging, when the alleged
perpetrator is not a resident or employee of the facility. APS also investigates
caregivers providing services to home and community based service (HCBS)
clients. http://www.srskansas.org.

KDOA - Investigates reports of adult abuse, neglect and exploitation occurring in
adult care homes (ACH). Examples: nursing home facilities, assisted living
facilities, boarding care. http://www.agingkansas.org/

KDHE - Investigates reports of adult abuse, neglect and exploitation occurring in
medical facilities and non-long term care facilities. Examples: hospitals,
ambulatory surgery centers, home health agencies, hospice, rural health clinics,
outpatient physical therapy, portable x-ray units. http://www.kdheks.gov



http://www.srskansas.org/
http://www.srskansas.org/
http://www.agingkansas.org/
http://www.kdheks.gov/
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In addition to the reports of confirmed or substantiated abuse, the ANE Unit also
receives “other” reports where investigations may have been originally denied or
hindered. These reports come from law enforcement, SRS, KDOA, KDHE,
legislators, or private citizens. The ANE Unit frequently receives complaints,
concerns, or simply questions from the public. For the period of July 1, 2007 to
June 30, 2008 the ANE Unit received 122 “other” reports. Of the 122 “other”
reports, 67 were child abuse related and 55 were adult abuse related. Reports of
confirmed or substantiated abuse combined with “other” reports reviewed
accounted for a total of 1411 reports of child abuse and 351reports of adult
abuse for a total of 1762 cases. Reports can involve more than one victim and/or
more than one perpetrator.

More than 90 % of the reports

State of Kansas received by the ANE Unit
Total Reports Received originated with either SRS
RS Children and Family Services
90.58% (CFS) or Adult Protective

Services (APS). Almost 7%
came from various “other”
sources, slightly more than 2%
came from KDOA, and less
than 1% were from KDHE.

Other
6.92%

2.10%

0.40%

State of Kansas
Total Reports Received

Child ANE comprised 80 Child
percent of all reports received. 80%
The remaining reports were on
vulnerable adults over age 18.

\Adult
2

0%

In situations where unreported abuse is alleged, persons contacting the ANE Unit
are encouraged to report directly to the proper investigative entity. When
appropriate, referrals are made to the correct protection reporting center and to
local law enforcement.

Complaints and concerns are explored to determine whether a report was

received by the appropriate agency and the investigation is progressing as
expected or could be aided by intervention.
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The ANE Unit regularly serves as a liaison, coordinating with local law
enforcement, county and district attorneys, SRS, KDOA, KDHE and the general
public as is possible within state and federal confidentiality restrictions. This
exchange provides an important constituent service and oversight function. The
process allows for considerable insight into the functioning of each partner and
often serves to educate the public as to roles and responsibilities of each.

The ANE Unit consistently informs citizens that information obtained as a result
of inquiries on their behalf cannot be shared with them. The follow up completed
regarding their report does provide a source of collateral information and an
outlet for their concern. The interaction and follow up information obtained also
serves to help assess the impact of current policies and procedures on victims
and their families.

Ongoing discussions are held with state agency representatives to review
policies, practices and procedures and to discuss system improvement and staff
performance.

July 1, 2007 to June 30, 2008 marked the second year of the ANE Unit’s
existence. Progress toward establishing working relationships and developing
consistent reporting to meet statutory requirements continues The ANE Unit
would not be serving the citizens of Kansas should it simply serve as a rubber
stamp for work already completed. Our inquiries reveal that there is need for
system improvement and for the continued education and development of
individuals who work within it. At the same time it is important to clearly state that
the vast majority of cases reviewed were handled within an expected range of
outcomes.

ANE investigations are complex; a single element can vary the route a case may
take. The multiple disciplines who are involved in an investigation approach the
case from different perspectives and pursue different objectives. The community
where the case originates has its own influence on the outcome. While the state
of Kansas has one set of laws and the agencies have set policy and procedures,
the necessary discretion afforded each different entity involved can make two
similar situations have very different outcomes.

To provide effective response to victims of ANE, each discipline must work
diligently to fulfill their own role and respect the others’ positions and viewpoints.
It is seldom fitting for a member of one discipline to tell another how to do their
job — or not to do their job — or prevent them from having necessary information.
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Findings recorded for the 1344 substantiated reports of child abuse include
abandonment, emotional abuse, lack of supervision, medical neglect, physical
abuse, physical neglect, and sexual abuse. Some reports contained
substantiations of more than one type of abuse. Sexual abuse was the most
frequently substantiated form of abuse.

Substantiated Findings on Child Reports
July 1, 2007 - June 30, 2008
State of Kansas
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35%
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10%

5%

0%

19.28%

with finding

Percentage of reports

Aban- Emotional Lackof Medical Physical Physical Sexual
donment  Abuse Supervision Neglect Abuse Neglect Abuse

Findings recorded for the confirmed reports of adult abuse include physical
abuse, exploitation, fiduciary abuse, and neglect. Some reports contained
confirmations of more than one type of abuse. Nearly all the exploitation reports
were related to financial exploitation. Fiduciary abuse is another type of financial
abuse. It is distinguished by the perpetrator being a person who stands in a
position of trust, very often someone given power of attorney. By combining both
financial exploitation and fiduciary abuse, the most frequently confirmed type of
abuse was financial abuse of vulnerable adults, most often seniors. Financial
abuse was followed closely by physical abuse.

Confirmed Findings on Adult Reports Confirmed Findings on Adult Reports
July 1,2007-June 30, 2008 July 1, 2007 - June 30, 2008
State of Kansas State of Kansas
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The following are examples of investigations that were originally denied or
hindered, with which the ANE Unit became involved to improve the outcome:

In numerous cases the ANE Unit obtained and facilitated delivery

of information that was needed by SRS, KDOA, KDHE, local law
enforcement, or county or district attorney to assure that the case received
full consideration

Abuse reports to SRS where a crime had occurred or appeared to have
occurred were not originally forwarded to law enforcement to determine if
criminal investigation was warranted. ANE Unit involvement ultimately
resulted in further criminal investigation and charges in some cases.

Retrospective disclosure had not been provided to law enforcement or
local prosecutor; additional disclosure by children after being placed in
custody provided information local law enforcement and the prosecutor
needed to file criminal charges.

Abuse reports provided to SRS were not further provided to KDHE as
required by statute. ANE Unit involvement ultimately resulted in licensure
action in some instances.

Reports of child or adult abuse were made to SRS or KDOA and no visible
action could be determined by reporter. This occurred regarding abuse in
the community, in nursing homes, in group homes and in foster care
settings. ANE Unit involvement contributed to various additional
outcomes, including criminal charges. However, the majority of reports
had been assessed and investigated as would be expected within statute,
regulation, and policy.

A child was found to have been removed from home by law enforcement,
and kept out of the home with no court proceeding and no services in
place to facilitate the child’s return to the home. After ANE Unit inquiry,
the child was returned home with family preservation services in place.

SRS made referrals to the local county or district attorney to review for a
child in need of care petition, but did not always make a referral to the
county where an alleged crime occurred for potential criminal charges.
ANE Unit involvement resulted in further criminal investigation or charges
in some cases.

Persons reported abuse concerns for children in custody directly to SRS

staff or contractor staff, but the individual believed the report may not have
been forwarded or no investigation had occurred. Persons also reported

-7-
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adult care setting abuse they felt was known to mandated reporters who
had failed to report. Follow up in this area found that in the majority of
instances the abuse had been reported, assessed and investigated as
would be expected. In those few cases where no report was found, ANE
Unit involvement provided the means to generate an intake to the SRS
Protection Reporting Center or to KDOA and follow up was completed by
the ANE Unit to determine the resolution of the report.*

* Depending on the known circumstances, various actions can be taken. Evident
failure of a mandated reporter to report suspected abuse will be referred for
further investigation by licensing boards, local law enforcement, or to the local
county or district attorney for consideration of prosecution. The ANE Unit made
no such referrals in the current reporting year.

A Note of Commendation

A large number of ANE Unit contacts are with SRS staff as SRS provides 97% of
all the substantiated or confirmed abuse, neglect or exploitation reports to the
ANE Unit. SRS staff responds to most ANE requests within 48 hours and many
the same day. This cooperation is appreciated and indicates a dedication to
increase safety and response to children and adults who are victims of abuse.
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While the bulk of reports come into the ANE Unit from substantiated or confirmed
findings reported by the investigating agency, those situations where a finding
has not been made or where the case may still need further investigation create
the bulk of the work. Original findings are recorded and cases are tracked for
outcomes. Disposition information is primarily obtained through direct contact
with the agencies, prosecutors’ offices and through online court information.

Dispositions for 2006-2007 Child Reports as of December 31, 2008

STATE OF KANSAS
Child Report Outcomes
Reports Received July 1, 2006 - June 30, 2007

35%7 34.07%

29.29%

%
- 25.05%

25%7
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9.72%

10%7
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4.58%

3.54% .
5% 1.46% 0.21%

0%-

Prosecuted Prosecution Charged/ SRS Receiving Other No Known  Still Active
& SRS Awaiting Custody Services Action Taken
Custody Trial

Dispositions for 2006-2007 Adult Reports as of December 31, 2008

STATE OF KANSAS
Adult Report Outcomes
Reports Received July 1, 2006 - June 30, 2007
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CONCERNS, RECOMMENDATIONS
Investigation of Alleged Abuse of Children in State Custody

Of concern to the ANE Unit were situations in which either the victim or the
perpetrator were already in state custody at the time of substantiated abuse,
neglect and/or exploitation. In two cases reviewed involving abuse investigations
in residential facilities, the ANE Unit noted no interview of staff who directly
witnessed the event. Law enforcement was not called by facility personnel in
either case, and in one case the facility significantly delayed SRS notification. In
both cases, SRS investigators accepted details from senior staff and
management instead of directly interviewing staff on duty at the time of the event.
In one of the cases the SRS investigator was not provided logs or other
documentation by facility management until over 30 days after the event.

The preliminary investigation by SRS can provide information that is then given
to law enforcement to help determine whether further criminal investigation is
warranted. It is important that staff on duty and providing direct care or
supervision of the child at the time of the incident be interviewed by the
investigators in person. The victim and all other witnesses should be interviewed.
Facility documentation leading up to, at the time of, and subsequent to

the event should be provided to investigators immediately upon request.

In some cases where children were in state custody, the ANE Unit found that
SRS investigators relied on contractor staff to provide information instead of
seeing the child and interviewing witnesses in person. There is a purposeful
separation in roles between the contractors providing foster care services and
SRS who is mandated to investigate child abuse. The separation should be
maintained during an investigation to avoid any conflict of interest. SRS
willingness to accept second hand information has been seen outside facility
situations as well. This has sometimes contributed to a failure to complete a
thorough investigation. The child victim should be interviewed, the alleged
perpetrator should be offered an interview, and other witnesses should be
interviewed in person within the established policy and timeframes. Interviews
should be well documented and should be maintained as part of the case file.

Lower Prosecution Rates of Child Abuse Occurring in State Custody
The ANE Unit did note lower than average child abuse prosecution rates when

children already in state custody are victims of abuse, as shown by the Rates of
Prosecution chart on the following page.
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Rates of Prosecution
Child Reports Received 2006-2007

25.05%

30%-
25%1 16.13%

20%1
15%-+
10%-+
5%-
0%-

All Child Reports Child in State Custody

Often, children in custody are moved to a new placement immediately upon
initiation of an abuse investigation. Victims, other child witnesses, and even the
alleged perpetrator may be moved out of the county where the crime occurred.
Although some of these moves may be needed to ensure safety, this makes both
investigation and prosecution more difficult. The child victim may not have been a
resident of the county where the crime occurred. Therefore, even if the birth
parents are made aware of the details surrounding the abuse, which does not
appear to have occurred in the cases we reviewed, they have few connections in
that community to advocate for filing charges. Protocols for investigations,
including moving children when abuse allegations arise, should be developed to
address the immediate safety requirements that often exist as well as the
ongoing criminal justice needs.

The ANE Unit views prosecution as a form of prevention. Holding perpetrators
accountable through the criminal justice system sends a message the behavior is
wrong and sometimes takes the perpetrator out of the home, allowing the child to
stay with a non offending caretaker. Too often, however, a child victim is
victimized a second time by being taken from the home and placed in foster care,
while the perpetrator is allowed to stay in the home with no criminal prosecution
pursued. Child victims often are told by abusers that the child will be the one to
leave if the child "tells.” Sadly, the very thing abusers may have told the child
would happen does occur in some cases.

Many factors enter into the ability to prosecute a case of child abuse. Statewide,
the average prosecution rate for substantiated child cases is 25.05%. Special
units consisting of law enforcement and social worker teams can create, higher
than average prosecution rates. For example, Sedgwick County has the
Exploited and Missing Children Unit (EMCU) and a 33.18% child abuse
prosecution rate for 2006-07.
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Placement Decisions for Children in State Custody

The ANE Unit found a number of instances where children known to have
exhibited sexual aggression or sexual behaviors toward other children were
placed in foster homes or residential facilities without individualized safety plans
to reduce risk to other children in care.

In some cases of substantiated sexual abuse by a child perpetrator, the
perpetrator was determined a child in need of care and no prosecution pursued.
The result in many of those cases was that the perpetrator was placed in state
custody, out of home, in a least restrictive environment. For the safety of other
children, child perpetrators substantiated for sexual abuse need to be placed in a
home where no other children are present.

The ANE Unit received multiple reports where youth previously substantiated for
sexual abuse while in their own homes, or in state custody, went on to reoffend
while still in care. When the ANE Unit made inquiries to determine whether a
child with known sexual behaviors had been placed in settings with other
children, the concern elicited varied responses. One case involved a youth
released from inpatient sex offender treatment with specific recommendations for
safety, one of which was that the child not be placed with other children. The
regional contractor providing foster care services rejected written treatment
release recommendations and placed the youth in a home with other children.
ANE Unit request for confirmation of a safety plan was met with nearly a two
month delay.

Placement decisions and safety planning need to be looked at closely, with
immediate correction of any lack of conformity with statute, regulation, policy, or
known best practice.

% Gold Star “Health, safety and well-being of children in out of home care”

While the overall preference is for children to be maintained in their own
homes, there are situations that require out of home care. KDHE is
responsible for regulatory enforcement that can impact licensing of a foster
home, residential facility or childcare center. KDHE response involving child
abuse substantiations by SRS, having occurred in KDHE licensed facilities,
showed the most consistently applied practice and procedure, matching
statute, regulation, and policy. This oversight by an agency with no vested
interest in the individual child cases or foster home sponsorship provides for
a neutral perspective when applying regulation and making determinations
for the health, safety and well being of children in out of home care. It is
important our state maintain this level of protection for children in state
custody.
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Mandated Reporting and Collaboration between Agencies
in both Child and Adult Cases

Consistent reporting and collaboration are critical for improving outcomes in ANE
cases. The information indicating a crime or what appears to be a crime should
be provided to local law enforcement immediately as required by state statute.
Local law enforcement then has the discretion to determine whether any action is
warranted with regard to a criminal investigation. The ANE Unit found numerous
instances where criminal events had not been reported to law enforcement for
prompt determination whether further action was warranted.

SRS may make an administrative finding that would place a person confirmed or
substantiated of abuse on an abuse registry, providing some deterrence to
reoffending and a possible barrier to some types of employment. However,
abuse reports involving a criminal element must be reported immediately to law
enforcement to aid in a thorough criminal investigation. The ANE Unit confirmed
through follow up that reports were not consistently made to law enforcement.
Delays sometimes compromised the criminal investigation. These instances
included both child and adult abuse allegations. However, the mechanisms in
place for addressing child abuse appear to be more consistent in this regard than
was found with adult reporting.

The lack of reporting concern was brought to the attention of SRS. In an effort to
help ensure reporting to law enforcement, SRS APS developed a two stage
process this past year. The first stage occurred at the protection reporting center.
Reports indicating what appeared to be a crime were to be immediately provided
to local law enforcement. The second stage, that of reporting additional
information to law enforcement, was to occur at any point during an investigation
by SRS, including at its completion. ANE Unit follow up indicates that the
protection reporting centers briefly increased reporting to law enforcement, but
reverted back to inconsistent reporting.

ANE follow up also points to some increase in reporting to law enforcement by
individual APS social workers with regard to this second stage. Additional training
is scheduled to further assist APS workers in recognizing the required and
relevant information to be forwarded to law enforcement for consideration. These
cases can be very difficult to investigate and prosecute under optimum
circumstances. Any delay or action that may compromise evidence needed for
possible prosecution is a problem for law enforcement and prosecutors, and lack
of prosecution can be a disappointment to SRS staff and victims. As per statute,
all crimes are to be reported to law enforcement.

In addition to reports not being forwarded to law enforcement, numerous

instances were found in which reports were not made by law enforcement to
SRS or KDHE as required by statute. Numerous situations exist that do not rise
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to the level of being criminal in nature but can still be addressed through service
referrals made by SRS or through licensure action by KDHE.

Continued training for all parties to better understand each other’s roles and
responsibilities within the total response to victims of abuse is imperative. A
willingness to participate and then apply that knowledge is essential. In addition
to providing technical assistance and policy development leadership to state
agencies, the Office of Attorney General will look for ways to directly and
indirectly provide increased opportunities for continued education to the
professionals working with abuse, neglect and exploitation cases.

Prosecution of Confirmed Adult Abuse

The statewide prosecution rate for cases of adult abuse confirmed by SRS APS
or KDOA was just over 7%. Adult abuse, neglect, and exploitation cases are
complex and cannot be fully addressed without collaboration. As the ANE Unit
conducted report inquiries, individuals within the various agencies expressed
genuine interest in collaboration. At the same time, frustration was often voiced
regarding the inability to get needed information from other entities involved.
Where it is not already occurring, it is recommended that each county form a
multidisciplinary group to, at the very least, begin a dialog regarding each other’s
needs, resources and services. These local groups can best form plans to
increase recognition, reporting, investigation, prosecution and other forms of
response to adult abuse in their own communities.

Financial Exploitation of the Elderly

The 2006-2007 ANE Unit report identified fiduciary abuse or financial exploitation
of the elderly as a significant concern. Since that time, multiple units and
divisions within the Office of the Attorney General united in efforts to increase
recognition, reporting, investigation, and prosecution of these crimes against our
senior citizens. State partners, including SRS, KDOA, KDHE and service
providers, have supported awareness activities. Financial institutions and their
state associations are being proactive in development of and participation in
additional training to address elder abuse. Counter cards for financial institutions
created as a result of this effort may currently be requested from the Office of the
Attorney General. The counter cards provide tips for seniors and tellers to help
them recognize abuse and know how to report it. The Kansas County and
District Attorney Association (KCDAA) hosted an educational session at their
2008 Fall Conference with additional sessions planned for the 2009 Spring
Conference. During the July 1, 2007 to June 30, 2008 year, confirmed reports
received by the ANE Unit show that financial abuse, including both exploitation
and fiduciary abuse , account for half of all confirmed findings of abuse on adults

-14 -



Abuse, Neglect & Exploitation (ANE) Unit Report
July 1, 2007 — June 30, 2008

in Kansas. Numerous public and private businesses and groups continue to
collaborate on multiple events and activities at state and local levels to make
sure our loved ones are protected and these crimes are taken seriously.

Closing Statement

In most situations reviewed, new policy,
procedure, or new legislation is not viewed
as the solution. It would be our
recommendation that ongoing cross
training be completed to allow everyone a
better understanding of their own, and
others’, roles within the system. We must
all realize that what we do, as well as what
we don’t do, has an impact on victims. It
would be our hope that each entity and
individual addressing abuse, and the
situations that often occur as a result,
strive to hold themselves and others
accountable for best practices in all
disciplines. Being able to better protect
and serve our most vulnerable citizens
depends on it.
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CHILD REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2007 — JUNE 30, 2008
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5|l B8l & & |County Estimatel € | G| S| =|&8|&| &
Kansas City Metro
38 2 40] 0.04%j|Douglas 113,488 1 8 19 0 4 3 9
19 0 19| 0.07%|Franklin 26,479 1 1 4 0 4 2 9
192 3| 195] 0.04%|Johnson 526,319 2| 34| 45 6] 60| 19| 47
59 0 59| 0.08%]Leavenworth 73,603 3 18| 17 O 21} 10 13
28 0 28] 0.09%|Miami 31,078 0 3 9 0 9 2 7
104 1] 105 0.07%|Wyandotte 153,956 2| 15[ 19 5 28 13| 34
440 6| 446] 0.05%|Total 924,923 9 79 113| 11| 126] 49| 119

“Other” may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any non-

standard source.

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2007 (CO-
EST2007-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 20, 2008
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CHILD REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2007 — JUNE 30, 2008

SOURCE SRS REGION FINDINGS
5
= [
2 g o |2 .. 5
o é%_- 2| 3 GE) § § % o
< [} < o | o| o o g
@ o | 2 Els|3|2|Z|2]|2
S gl e Sls|l=lz|B|®|Z
1 _|s| s 2007l S| S |6 |8|S|&|=
0 @) o a |County Estimate] < w - S o o %)
Northeast
14 0 14} 0.08%]|Atchison 16,571 0 2 0 0 4 3 2
5 0 5] 0.05%|Brown 10,068 o O 1 O 2 1 1
4 0 41 0.05%|Clay 8,685 oo o o O 0 1 3
10 Of 10] 0.11%]Cloud 9,382 0 1 1 0 o0 O 8
8 0 8] 0.04%]|Dickinson 18,957 0 0 1 0 2 0 5
0 0 0] 0.00%|Doniphan 7756) O o o o o O O
1 0 1] 0.02%]|Ellsworth 6,310 oo o o O 1 0o O
25 1) 26] 0.10%|Geary 25,150 of 2 2l O 8 3] 11
6 0 6] 0.04%JJackson 13,420 0 0 1 0 2 1 2
7 1 8] 0.04%|Jefferson 18,467 0 1 0 0 1 0 5
1 0 1] 0.03%|Jewell 3,198 oo o o O o0 o O
0 0 0] 0.00%Lincoln 3,285 oo o o O o0 o O
5 0 5] 0.05%|Marshall 10,186 0 1 Oof O 0 1] 3
1 0 1] 0.02%|Mitchell 6,307 oo o O O o O 1
2 0 2| 0.02%|Nemaha 10,201 of O 1 0 1 0o O
6 0 6] 0.04%|Osage 16,459 0 1 O O 2l O 3
2 0 2| 0.03%|Ottawa 6,006 oo o O O 1 O 1
2 0 2| 0.01%|Pottawatomie 19,396 0 1 0 0 0 1 0
2 0 2| 0.04%|Republic 4,901 oo o o O 1 O 1
17 1] 18] 0.03%]|Riley 69,083 0 1 6] O 3] 3 6
23 1)  24] 0.04%]|Saline 54,583 o0 o 8 O 5( 0Of 10
116] 12| 128] 0.07%|Shawnee 173,476 1 2l 20 1 21 7] 64
2 0 2| 0.03%|Wabaunsee 6,870 0 1 O O o O 1
1 1 2| 0.03%|Washington 58400 of o 1f o o O O
260 17| 277] 0.05%|Total 524,557 1 13| 42 1| 54| 21| 127

“Other” may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any non-
standard source.

Population figures taken from:
Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2007 (CO-
EST2007-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 20, 2008
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CHILD REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2007 — JUNE 30, 2008

SOURCE SRS REGION FINDINGS
S
= c
§ § ) 'g —
S| & =|2|3]8|8|8
— o c |l | o = S o | 3
5] o | < o| o &8 o 2
@ o | 2 Els|d3|2|Z|2]|2
S gl e Sls|l=lz|B|®|Z
1 _|s| s 2007l S| S |6 |8|S|&|=
0 @) o a |County Estimate] < w - S o o %)
South Central
12 2 14] 0.02%]|Butler 63,045 0 0 3 1 5 1 3
0 0 0] 0.00%|Chase 2882 O o o o o O O
2 1 3] 0.08%|Chautauqua 3,806 0 0 0 0 1 0 1
3 0 3] 0.04%|Coffey 8,454 0 0 1 0 2 0 0
17 3 20| 0.06%|Cowley 34,251 0 of 10 0 1 5 3
0 0 0] 0.00%|Elk 30400 of o o o o o o
4 0 4] 0.06%|Greenwood 6,993 0 1 1 0 0 0 2
4 1 5] 0.09%|Harper 5,819 0 0 1 0 0 1 2
5 1 6] 0.02%|Harvey 33493 O O o o 2 o 3
3 0 3] 0.04%]Kingman 7,826 0 0 1 0 1 1 0
23 0 23] 0.06%|Lyon 35,981 0 3 6 2 2 8 2
2 1 3] 0.02%|Marion 12,238 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
8 1 9] 0.03%|McPherson 29,196 0 1 4 0 1 1 3
0 0 0] 0.00%|Morris 5967 Of o O o O O O
32 2 34] 0.05%|Reno 63,145 0 2 6 0 3 6] 19
7 0 7] 0.07%|Rice 10,080 0 1 0 0 3 1 3
6 0 6] 0.03%|Sumner 23,888 0 1 0 1 2 1 1
128 12| 140} 0.04%|Total 350,104 0 9 33 4 23| 25| 44

“Other” may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any non-
standard source.

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2007 (CO-
EST2007-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 20, 2008
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CHILD REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2007 — JUNE 30, 2008

SOURCE SRS REGION FINDINGS
5
§ § ) '§ —
S| 2 .| 3%lz|8|ly|8
— o c |l | o = S o | 3
] o | <« o| ol a o 2
@ o | 2 Els|3|2|Z|2]|2
S gl e Sls|l=lz|B|®|Z
1 _|s| s 2007l S| S |6 |8|S|&|=
0 @) o a |County Estimate] < w - S o o %)
Southeast
21 0 21| 0.16%JAllen 13,414 0 2 8 1 6 1 5
3 0 3] 0.04%JAnderson 7,908 0 0 1 0 1 0 2
12 0 12| 0.08%]|Bourbon 14,803 0 3 2 0 2 5 4
28 0 28| 0.13%|Cherokee 21,337 0 3 5 1l 12 1l 12
33 2 35| 0.09%|Crawford 38,860 0 2 6 2l 12 8 9
26 1 27| 0.12%|Labette 21,973 1 1 6 o 12 5 3
8 0 8] 0.08%|Linn 9,767 0 1 0 0 0 4 3
26 5 31] 0.09%|Montgomery 34,511 0 2 6 2 3 9 9
23 3 26| 0.16%|Neosho 16,228 0 4 4 1 6 4 6
13 1 14} 0.14%|Wilson 9,807 1 4 5 1 2 2 0
3 0 3] 0.09%|Woodson 3,318 0 2 0 0 1 0 0
196 12| 208] 0.11%|Total 191,926 2| 24| 43 8 57 39| 53

“Other” may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any non-

standard source.

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2007 (CO-
EST2007-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 20, 2008
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CHILD REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2007 — JUNE 30, 2008

SOURCE SRS REGION FINDINGS
S
2| % S
s | 2 2| 2|ls|lol|B
°1 ¢ slals|le|g|a]g
[ o | < o| o &8 o
® S| 2 Els|d|2|2|2]|2
S gl e Slsl=lz|B|®|Z
1 _|s| s 2007l S| S |6 |8|S|&|=
0 @) o a |County Estimate] < w - S o o %)
\West
2 0 2| 0.04%|Barber 4,786 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
13 1 14] 0.05%]|Barton 27,768 0 1 4 1 2 1 6
2 0 2| 0.07%|Cheyenne 2,801 0 0 0 0 1 0 1
0 0 0] 0.00%|Clark 2,094 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 1] 0.05%|Comanche 1,888 0 Oof O 0 0 0 1
0 0 0] 0.00%|Decatur 2955 Of o o o o O O
3 0 3] 0.10%|Edwards 3,106 0 0 0 0 0 2 1
8 1 9] 0.03%|Ellis 27,464 0 0 2 0 1 0 5
10 1 11] 0.03%]|Finney 38,295 1 0 0 1 5 0 3
36 0] 36| 0.11%|Ford 333400 0O 1 4 o 6 5 22
0 0 0] 0.00%|Gove 2,637 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 1] 0.04%]|Graham 2,607 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
1 0 1] 0.01%]|Grant 7,497 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
3 0 3] 0.05%|Gray 5641 O o o o 1 0O 2
0 0 0] 0.00%]|Greeley 1,297 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0] 0.00%|Hamilton 2,632 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 1] 0.02%|Haskell 4032 O o o o o o o
1 0 1] 0.05%|Hodgeman 1971} O O O O O 0 1
1 0 1] 0.02%]|Kearny 4,148 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
1 0 1] 0.03%]|Kiowa 2,953 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
1 0 1] 0.06%|Lane 1,746f O O O O O 0 1
1 0 1] 0.04%|Logan 2628 O o o o o o 1
1 0 1] 0.02%]|Meade 4,403 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0] 0.00%|Morton 3,038 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 1] 0.03%|Ness 29911 of o o o o o 1
0 0 0] 0.00%|Norton 5422 O O O o O O O
0 1 1] 0.03%]Osborne 3,871 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3 4 7| 0.11%|Pawnee 6,415 0 0 0 0 2 0 1
3 0 3] 0.06%|Phillips 536 O 1f of o o 1 1
4 0 4] 0.04%|Pratt 9,426 0 0 0 0 0 1 3
0 0 0] 0.00%|Rawlins 2,558 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
2 0 2| 0.04%|Rooks 51600 of o 1f o o o 1
2 0 2| 0.06%|Rush 32111 o o 1 o o o 1
3 0 3] 0.04%|Russell 6,737 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
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CHILD REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2007 — JUNE 30, 2008

SOURCE SRS REGION FINDINGS
5
2| % S
< S |West Region 2| 2|ls]lo]|B
O o |(cont.) zl3|ls|l2|2|g]| o
G o cl<|al2|a|d|2
wn o P S = (/3) % < | Z2| a
%) il R Slsl=s|S ==
O c | & 2007l 3 | S |G| B[S | S| =
1 B o (] . c = ~ 2 ‘© ‘0 =}
0| 2 > o Population| @ g S |13 > 2| %
15| ¢ & |county Estimatel 2 | G| S| =|&8 | & | &
3 0 3] 0.07%]|Scott 4,568 0 0 0 0 0 1 2
12 0 12| 0.05%]|Seward 23,109 0 0 4 0 2 3 3
1 0 1] 0.04%]|Sheridan 2,493 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
4 0 4 0.07%|Sherman 5,959 2 0 0 0 1 0 1
4 0 4] 0.10%]|Smith 3,951 0 1 1 0 2 0 2
5 2 7] 0.16%|Stafford 4,387 2 0 1 0 0 0 2
0 0 0] 0.00%|Stanton 2,162 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0] 0.00%|Stevens 5,061 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 0 5] 0.07%|Thomas 7,314 0 1 0 0 5 0 0
2 0 2| 0.07%|Trego 2,927 0 0 0 0 1 0 1
0 0 0] 0.00%|Wallace 1,456 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0] 0.00%]Wichita 2,200 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
141 10| 151] 0.05%fTotal 308,461 5 6| 19 2 31 15| 70

“Other” may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any non-
standard source.

Population figures taken from:
Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2007 (CO-
EST2007-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 20, 2008
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CHILD REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2007 — JUNE 30, 2008

SOURCE SRS REGION FINDINGS
5

2| = S

g | 3 a2 = 5

) 2 =328 &2

— o c Qo (8} — = o)) g

E [ < o o o 145) 5
) o > El=|12l 2|l <|[z2]2a
L = s|S|212|s|=|<
1 _|s| s 2007l 5 | S |0 | 8| 2e|s|w
% 215 o Population| & 23| 3 2121 2
5156 | & & |county Estimatel 2 | G| S| =|&8 | & | &

Wichita

179 187] 0.04%|Sedgwick 476,026 22 35 29| 91

“Other” may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any non-
standard source.

Population figures taken from:
Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2007 (CO-
EST2007-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 20, 2008
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CHILD REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2007 — JUNE 30, 2008

SOURCE SRS REGION FINDINGS
5
2| = S
o (8]
e zlals|8|s|s]g
S o | <« | o| o ) a
) o > El=|12l2|l<|z2]| 2
L = 2 slE2|1212s|w]|<
1l _|s| s 200l S| S |6 |8|S|S| =
% 2| 35 o Population| ° S|z 2121 2
s | & A & |Region Estimatel 2 | G| S| = |8 | & | &
440 6] 446] 0.05%|KC Metro 924,923 9 79| 113| 11| 126/ 49| 119
260 171 277 0.05%|Northeast 524,557 1] 13| 42 1| 54| 21| 127
128 12| 140] 0.04%|South Central 350,104 0 9 33 4 23| 25 44
196 12| 208| 0.11%|Southeast 191,926 2| 24| 43 8 57| 39 53
141 10| 151] 0.05%|West 308,461 5 6] 19 2| 31] 15| 70
179 8| 187] 0.04%|Wichita 476,026 1 9 22 71 35| 29| 91
2 2] 0.00%|Unknown County
1,344 67]1,411] 0.05%]|Total Kansas 2,775,997] 18| 140 272 33| 326| 178| 504

“Other” may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any non-
standard source.

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2007 (CO-
EST2007-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 20, 2008
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ADULT REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2007 — JUNE 30, 2008

SOURCE SRS REGION FINDINGS
_
T 2|2
g 2 ES < 2 >
< - c2|ES 200 S| 2| &1 8
' Wil sl[ec]l s , |l o] | e
2185|8858 el 21 22| 8
n |l x| x| O lxealada|County Estimate] & | @ | iT | =
Kansas City Metro
2 3 0 2 7] 0.01%|Douglas 113,488 3 2 0 2
1 0 0 0 1] 0.00%jFranklin 26,479 1 0 0 0
6 7 0 8 21} 0.00%JJohnson 526,319 9 5 1 7
1 1 0 1 3] 0.00%]|Leavenworth 73,603 2 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Miami 31,078 0 0 0 0
13 1 1 1 16] 0.01%|Wyandotte 153,956 4 6 1 4
23] 12 1 12 48] 0.01%jTotal 924,923 19| 13 2| 13

“Other” may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any non-
standard source.

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2007 (CO-
EST2007-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 20, 2008
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ADULT REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2007 — JUNE 30, 2008

SOURCE SRS REGION FINDINGS
8 2|l c| &
2 e |85 =15l 2
P w07 E1 2| 2|5
2185|285 58 Poputation) 2| & | 2 | g
O | x| x| O |xdax]|aa |County Estimate]l & [ @ [ iT | =
Northeast
2 1 0 0 3] 0.02%|Atchison 16,571 2 0 0 2
1 0 0 0 1] 0.01%]|Brown 10,068 1 0 0 0
2 0 0 0 2] 0.02%|Clay 8,685 0 0 1 1
1 0 0 3 4] 0.04%|Cloud 9,382 0 0 1 0
3 0 0 0 3] 0.02%]Dickinson 18,957 1 1 2 0
1 0 0 0 1] 0.01%|Doniphan 7,756 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Ellsworth 6,310, 0 0 0 0
4 1 0 0 5] 0.02%|Geary 25,150 2 1 2 1
1 0 0 0 1] 0.01%]Jackson 13,420 0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0 1] 0.01%)|Jefferson 18,467 1 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Jewell 3,198 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 1] 0.03%]Lincoln 3,285 0 0 0 1
0 1 0 0 1] 0.01%]|Marshall 10,186 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Mitchell 6,307, 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 1] 0.01%|Nemaha 10,201 0 0 0 1
0 1 0 1 2] 0.01%|Osage 16,459 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Ottawa 6,006 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 1] 0.01%|Pottawatomie 19,396 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Republic 4,901 0 0 0 0
2 0 0 1 3] 0.00%|Riley 69,083 0 2 1 0
2 0 0 0 2| 0.00%|Saline 54,583 0 0 1 1
14 3 1 7 25| 0.01%|Shawnee 173,476 4 4 4 6
1 1 0 0 2| 0.03%|wWabaunsee 6,870 1 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Washington 5,840 0 0 0 0
37 9 1] 12 59| 0.01%|Total 524,557 13| 13| 12| 14

“Other” may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any non-
standard source.

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2007 (CO-
EST2007-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 20, 2008
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ADULT REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2007 — JUNE 30, 2008

SOURCE SRS REGION FINDINGS
i
s a|le]| 2
2 e |85 =15l 2
laluwl, |sE|5E 2000 81 2| 21 %
218 |5|2|85|52 Population) 2| 2| £ | g
O | x| x| O |xdax]|aa |County Estimate]l & [ @ [ iT | =
South Central
6 1 0 2 9] 0.01%|Butler 63,045 1 4 0 2
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Chase 2,882 0 0 0 0
1 1 0 0 2] 0.05%|Chautauqua 3,806 0 1 0 1
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Coffey 8,454 0 0 0 0
16 2 1 1 20] 0.06%|Cowley 34,251 2l 13 2 3
0 0 0 0] 0.00%|EIk 3,040 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Greenwood 6,993 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 1] 0.02%jHarper 5,819 1 0 0 0
15 2 0 1 18] 0.05%]|Harvey 33,493 3 6 6 3
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%]|Kingman 7,826 0 0 0 0
2 0 0 0 2] 0.01%|Lyon 35,981 1 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Marion 12,238 0 0 0 0
13 1 0 1 15] 0.05%]McPherson 29,196 1 4 8 2
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Morris 5,967 0 0 0 0
8 0 0 0 8] 0.01%|Reno 63,145 1 3 1 3
3 0 0 0 3] 0.03%|Rice 10,080 0 0 3 0
1 1 0 0 2| 0.01%|Sumner 23,888 1 0 1 1
66 8 1 5 80] 0.02%|Total 350,104 11| 32| 21f 15

“Other” may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any non-
standard source.

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2007 (CO-
EST2007-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 20, 2008
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ADULT REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2007 — JUNE 30, 2008

SOURCE SRS REGION FINDINGS
8 2|l c| &
2 e |85 =15l 2
P w07 E1 2| 2|5
218 |5|2 3|58 Poputation) 2| & | 2 | g
O | x| x| O |xdax]|aa |County Estimate]l & [ @ [ iT | =
Southeast
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Allen 13,414 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Anderson 7,908 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 1§ 0.01%|Bourbon 14,803 0 0 0 0
2 0 0 0 2| 0.01%]|Cherokee 21,337 1 2 0 0
0 1 0 0 1 0.00%|Crawford 38,860 0 1 0 0
10 0 0 0 10} 0.05%]Labette 21,973 6 3 0 1
0 0 0 2 2] 0.02%]Linn 9,767 0 0 0 0
11 1 0 4 16] 0.05%]Montgomery 34,511 9f 12 0 2
4 0 0 1 5] 0.03%|Neosho 16,228 0 1 0 3
2 0 0 1 3] 0.03%|Wilson 9,807 1 1 0 0
2 0 0 0 2] 0.06%|Woodson 3,318 0 0 2 0
32 2 0 8 42] 0.02%|Total 191,926 17| 20 2 6

“Other” may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any non-
standard source.

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2007 (CO-
EST2007-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 20, 2008
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ADULT REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2007 — JUNE 30, 2008

SOURCE SRS REGION FINDINGS
8 2|l c| &
2 e |85 =15l 2
o lul,|58|52 200 81 2| 2] 5
218 |5|2|55|58 Population 2| s | 2| g
O | x| x| O |xdax]|aa |County Estimate] & [ @ [ iT | =
\West
1 0 0 0 1] 0.02%j|Barber 4,786 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 1] 0.00%|Barton 27,768 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Cheyenne 2,801 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 1] 0.05%jClark 2,094 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Comanche 1,888 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Decatur 2,955 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Edwards 3,106 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%Ellis 27,464 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 1] 0.00%]Finney 38,295 1 0 0 1
2 0 0 0 2| 0.01%]|Ford 33,340 0 0 1 1
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Gove 2,637 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Graham 2,607 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Grant 7,497 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Gray 5,641 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Greeley 1,297 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Hamilton 2,632 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Haskell 4,032 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 1} 0.05%|Hodgeman 1,971 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Kearny 4,148 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Kiowa 2,953 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%]|Lane 1,746 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Logan 2,628 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Meade 4,403 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 1] 0.03%jMorton 3,038 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Ness 2,991 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Norton 5,422 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Osborne 3,871 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 3 41 0.06%|Pawnee 6,415 0 0 0 0
2 0 0 0 2| 0.04%Phillips 5,356 0 0 1 1
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Pratt 9,426 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 1] 0.04%]|Rawlins 2,558 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%]|Rooks 5,160 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Rush 3,211 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Russell 6,737 0 0 0 0
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ADULT REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2007 — JUNE 30, 2008

SOURCE SRS REGION FINDINGS
o (]
_ \West Region g é’
" 2 - c |(cont) 21 5| <
s =l E8 I
1 < w 5 S g GC) g 2907 % g ‘© §
2185|285 58 Poputation) 2| & | 2 | g
O | x| x| O |xdax]|aa |County Estimate]l & [ @ [ iT | =
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Scott 4,568 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 1 2] 0.01%|Seward 23,109 0 0 0 2
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Sheridan 2,493 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 1] 0.02%]|Sherman 5,959 0 1 0 0
2 0 0 0 2| 0.05%|Smith 3,951 0 2 0 0
0 0 0 1 1] 0.02%)]Stafford 4,387 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Stanton 2,162 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Stevens 5,061 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Thomas 7,314 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Trego 2,927, 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Wallace 1,456 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0] 0.00%|Wichita 2,200 0 0 0 0
10 2 1 8 21| 0.01%|Total 308,461 3 3 2 5

“Other” may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any non-
standard source.

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2007 (CO-
EST2007-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 20, 2008
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ADULT REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2007 — JUNE 30, 2008

SOURCE SRS REGION FINDINGS
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g4l 4 3 5| 96l 0.0299Sedgwick 476,026] 91| 38 g 35

“Other” may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any non-

standard source.

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2007 (CO-
EST2007-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 20, 2008
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ADULT REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2007 — JUNE 30, 2008

SOURCE SRS REGION FINDINGS
© 5
— a >
5 2| s|2
g 2 ES < = >
<l <l w c2|[ES 2000 S| 2| & 8
! g |20 &5 ; 73 S © Q@
218(3|£|88] 58 |keq e 212128
nhlx | x| O0lxx]|aa|Region Estimate] @ | W | iT | =
23] 12 1 12 48] 0.01%|KC Metro 924,923 19 13 2 13
37 9 1 12 59| 0.01%|Northeast 524,557 13 13 12 14
66 8 1 5 80| 0.02%|South Central 350,104 11 32 21 15
32 2 0 8 42| 0.02%|Southeast 191,926 17 20 2 6
10 2 1 8 21] 0.01%|West 308,461 3 3 2 5
84 4 3 5 96| 0.02%|Wichita 476,026] 91| 38 8 35
5 5] 0.00%|Unknown
252 37 7| 55| 351]0.01%Total Kansas 2,775,997 154 119 47 88

“Other” may include reports from legislators, the community at large, other agencies, or any non-
standard source.

Population figures taken from:

Table 1: Annual Estimates of the Population for Counties of Kansas: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2007 (CO-
EST2007-01-20), Source: Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, Release Date: March 20, 2008
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DISPOSITION OF CHILD REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2006 — JUNE 30, 2007

SRS REGION Outcomes
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Kansas City Metro

41 | Douglas 112,123 ] 26.83% | 2.44% | 2.44% | 12.20% | 2.44% | 9.76% | 48.78% [ 0.00%
26 | Franklin 26,513 | 50.00% | 19.23% | 0.00% | 53.85% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 15.38% | 0.00%
201 | Johnson 516,731 | 18.91% | 1.49% | 2.49% | 19.90% | 11.44% | 6.47% | 42.79% | 0.00%
60 | Leavenworth 73,628 | 3.33% | 1.67% | 0.00% | 35.00% | 13.33% | 3.33% | 46.67% | 0.00%
22 | Miami 30,900 | 18.18% | 4.55% | 0.00% | 63.64% | 13.64% | 0.00% | 9.09% | 0.00%
80 | Wyandotte 155,509 | 16.25% | 2.50% | 2.50% | 23.75% | 3.75% | 5.00% [ 50.00% [ 1.25%
430 | Total 915,404 | 18.84% | 3.02% | 1.86% | 26.28% | 8.84% | 5.35% | 41.86% | 0.23%

"Other" includes Closed Administratively, Licensure Action, ANE occurred out of state, etc.

Population estimate from U.S. Census Bureau: State and County QuickFacts.

App.3-1




DISPOSITION OF CHILD REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2006 — JUNE 30, 2007

SRS REGION Outcomes
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Northeast
14 | Atchison 16,745 28.57% 0.00% | 0.00% 21.43% | 21.43% 7.14% 21.43% | 0.00%
8 | Brown 10,236 | 25.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 37.50% | 37.50% | 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00%
6 | Clay 8,625 | 66.67% 0.00% | 0.00% | 33.33% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 16.67% | 0.00%
17 | Cloud 9,594 | 35.29% 0.00% | 0.00% | 41.18% | 11.76% | 0.00% | 23.53% | 0.00%
11 | Dickinson 19,322 | 18.18% 9.09% | 0.00% | 36.36% | 27.27% | 0.00% | 27.27% | 0.00%
3 | Doniphan 7,865 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 33.33% | 0.00% | 66.67% | 0.00%
1 | Ellsworth 6,332 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00%
39 | Geary 24,174 | 23.08% 7.69% | 0.00% | 38.46% | 7.69% | 10.26% | 28.21% | 0.00%
6 | Jackson 13,500 | 16.67% 0.00% | 0.00% | 33.33% | 0.00% | 16.67% | 33.33% | 0.00%
14 | Jefferson 18,848 35.71% 0.00% | 0.00% 7.14% | 21.43% 7.14% 28.57% | 0.00%
0 | Jewell 3,324
1 | Lincoln 3,396 | 100.00% | 100.00% | 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00%
10 | Marshall 10,349 | 40.00% | 10.00% | 0.00% | 30.00% | 10.00% | 0.00% | 20.00% [ 0.00%
3 | Mitchell 6,299 | 33.33% 0.00% | 0.00% | 33.33% | 0.00% | 33.33% 0.00% | 0.00%
4 | Nemaha 10,374 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 25.00% | 25.00% | 25.00% | 25.00% | 0.00%
10 | Osage 16,958 | 10.00% | 10.00% | 0.00% | 20.00% | 10.00% | 10.00% | 60.00% [ 0.00%
5 | Ottawa 6,168 40.00% 20.00% | 0.00% 40.00% 0.00% 0.00% 40.00% | 0.00%
5 | Pottawatomie 19,220 20.00% 0.00% | 0.00% 40.00% | 20.00% 0.00% 20.00% | 0.00%
2 | Republic 5,033 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00%
31 | Riley 62,527 35.48% 6.45% | 0.00% 45.16% 6.45% 3.23% 19.35% | 0.00%
33 | Saline 54,170 51.52% 9.09% | 0.00% 21.21% 6.06% 3.03% 27.27% | 0.00%
163 | Shawnee 172,693 19.02% 0.61% | 2.45% 16.56% 5.52% 3.68% 53.37% | 0.61%
3 | Wabaunsee 6,895 | 33.33% 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 66.67% [ 0.00%
2 | Washington 5944 | 50.00% | 50.00% | 0.00% | 50.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 50.00% [ 0.00%
391 | Total 518,591 | 26.60% 3.84% | 1.02% | 25.06% | 8.95% | 4.60% | 38.36% | 0.26%

"Other" includes Closed Administratively, Licensure Action, ANE occurred out of state, etc.

Population estimate from U.S. Census Bureau: State and County QuickFacts.
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DISPOSITION OF CHILD REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2006 — JUNE 30, 2007

SRS REGION Outcomes
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South Central
14 | Butler 63,147 21.43% 7.14% | 0.00% 42.86% | 21.43% 7.14% | 14.29% | 0.00%
1 | Chase 3,070 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 100.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00%
2 | Chautaugua 3,953 50.00% 0.00% | 0.00% 50.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00%
7 | Coffey 8,701 57.14% 14.29% | 0.00% 28.57% | 14.29% 0.00% | 14.29% | 0.00%
21 | Cowley 34,931 38.10% 14.29% | 0.00% 28.57% | 14.29% | 14.29% | 19.05% | 0.00%
0| Elk 3,077
4 | Greenwood 7,067 50.00% 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 50.00% | 0.00%
0 | Harper 5,952
15 | Harvey 33,643 33.33% 0.00% | 6.67% 33.33% 6.67% 0.00% | 20.00% | 0.00%
1 | Kingman 7,975 | 100.00% | 100.00% | 0.00% | 100.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00%
22 | Lyon 35,369 36.36% 4.55% | 0.00% 54.55% 9.09% 0.00% 9.09% | 0.00%
1 | Marion 12,760 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 100.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00%
7 | McPherson 29,380 57.14% 28.57% | 0.00% 28.57% 0.00% | 14.29% | 28.57% | 0.00%
4 | Morris 6,046 75.00% 0.00% | 0.00% 25.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00%
15 | Reno 63,706 33.33% 6.67% | 0.00% 60.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 13.33% | 0.00%
3 | Rice 10,295 33.33% 0.00% | 0.00% 66.67% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00%
3 | Sumner 24,441 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 100.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00%
120 | Total 353,513 37.50% 8.33% | 0.83% 43.33% 8.33% 4.17% | 15.00% | 0.00%

"Other" includes Closed Administratively, Licensure Action, ANE occurred out of state, etc.

Population estimate from U.S. Census Bureau: State and County QuickFacts.
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DISPOSITION OF CHILD REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2006 — JUNE 30, 2007

SRS REGION Outcomes
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Southeast
10 | Allen 13,677 | 20.00% [ 0.00% | 0.00% | 70.00% | 10.00% [ 0.00% [ 0.00% | 0.00%
2 | Anderson 8,051 | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 50.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 50.00% | 0.00%
8 | Bourbon 14,950 | 0.00% [ 0.00% | 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00% [ 0.00% [ 0.00% | 0.00%
27 | Cherokee 21,451 7.41% 0.00% | 0.00% 14.81% | 11.11% | 11.11% | 55.56% | 0.00%
23 | Crawford 38,059 | 13.04% | 4.35% | 0.00% | 34.78% | 21.74% | 8.70% | 26.09% | 0.00%
27 | Labette 22,203 | 33.33% | 0.00% | 3.70% | 25.93% | 7.41% | 0.00% | 29.63% | 0.00%
3 | Linn 9,962 | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00%
36 | Montgomery 34,692 | 11.11% 0.00% | 5.56% 11.11% 0.00% | 11.11% | 63.89% | 0.00%
15 | Neosho 16,298 | 13.33% [ 0.00% | 0.00% | 40.00% | 6.67% | 0.00% | 40.00% | 0.00%
6 | Wilson 9,889 | 16.67% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 66.67% | 0.00% | 16.67% | 0.00%
2 | Woodson 3,507 | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 50.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 50.00% | 0.00%
159 | Southeast 192,739 | 14.47% | 0.63% | 1.89% | 30.82% | 10.06% | 5.66% | 38.36% | 0.00%

"Other" includes Closed Administratively, Licensure Action, ANE occurred out of state, etc.

Population estimate from U.S. Census Bureau: State and County QuickFacts.
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DISPOSITION OF CHILD REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2006 — JUNE 30, 2007

SRS REGION Outcomes
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West
2 | Barber 4,974 ] 100.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00%
26 | Barton 27,511 | 19.23% | 7.69% | 3.85% | 50.00% 7.69% | 11.54% | 19.23% [ 0.00%
1 | Cheyenne 2,911 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 100.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00%
1| Clark 2,206 | 100.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00%
0 | Comanche 1,884
1 | Decatur 3,120 | 100.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00%
0 | Edwards 3,138
9 | Ellis 26,926 | 33.33% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 55.56% | 11.11% 0.00% | 11.11% | 0.00%
13 | Finney 39,097 | 46.15% | 23.08% | 0.00% | 61.54% 0.00% 0.00% | 15.38% | 0.00%
7 | Ford 33,783 | 42.86% | 14.29% | 0.00% | 14.29% | 14.29% 0.00% | 42.86% | 0.00%
0 | Gove 2,721
0 | Graham 2,677
0 | Grant 7,552
0 | Gray 5,852
0 | Greeley 1,331
1 | Hamilton 2,594 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00% | 0.00%
2 | Haskell 4,171 ] 50.00% | 0.00% [ 0.00% | 50.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00%
0 | Hodgeman 2,071
2 | Kearny 4,469 | 50.00% [ 0.00% [ 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 50.00% | 0.00%
0 | Kiowa 2,969
1] Lane 1,797 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 100.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00%
2 | Logan 2,675 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 50.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 50.00% | 0.00%
0 | Meade 4,561
1 | Morton 3,138 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 100.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00%
1 | Ness 2,946 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 100.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00%
1 | Norton 5,584 | 100.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00%
1 | Osborne 3,978 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 100.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00%
3 | Pawnee 6,515 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 66.67% 0.00% 0.00% | 33.33% | 0.00%
3 | Phillips 5,444 | 100.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00%
10 | Pratt 9,436 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 50.00% 0.00% | 50.00% | 0.00%
0 | Rawlins 2,643
0 | Rooks 5,290
2 | Rush 3,317 | 50.00% | 50.00% | 0.00% [ 50.00% | 50.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00%
2 | Russell 6,740 | 50.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 50.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00%
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DISPOSITION OF CHILD REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2006 — JUNE 30, 2007

SRS REGION Outcomes
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4 | Scott 4,643 | 25.00% [ 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 25.00% | 0.00% | 50.00% | 0.00%
7 | Seward 23,404 14.29% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 57.14% | 28.57% | 0.00% | 14.29% | 0.00%
0 | Sheridan 2,600
7 | Sherman 5,981 14.29% 0.00% | 0.00% | 42.86% | 14.29% | 14.29% 14.29% | 0.00%
1 | Smith 4,024 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00%
1 | Stafford 4,435 | 100.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% [ 0.00% [ 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00%
1 | Stanton 2,232 | 100.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00%
0 | Stevens 5,287
6 | Thomas 7,468 16.67% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 33.33% | 0.00% | 16.67% | 33.33% | 0.00%
2 | Trego 2,993 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 50.00% | 0.00% | 50.00% | 0.00%
0 | Wallace 1,557
0 | Wichita 2,288
121 | West 312,933 | 28.93% | 5.79% | 0.83% | 36.36% | 14.88% | 4.96% | 22.31% | 0.00%

"Other" includes Closed Administratively, Licensure Action, ANE occurred out of state, etc.

Population estimate from U.S. Census Bureau: State and County QuickFacts.
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DISPOSITION OF CHILD REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2006 — JUNE 30, 2007
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Wichita
220 | Sedgwick 470,895 | 33.18% 2.27% | 1.82% | 30.00% | 10.45% 2.27% | 25.00% | 0.45%

"Other" includes Closed Administratively, Licensure Action, ANE occurred out of state, etc.

Population estimate from U.S. Census Bureau: State and County QuickFacts.
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DISPOSITION OF CHILD REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2006 — JUNE 30, 2007
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430 | KC Metro 915,404 | 18.84% | 3.02% | 1.86% | 26.28% 8.84% | 5.35% | 41.86% | 0.23%
391 | Northeast 518,591 | 26.60% | 3.84% | 1.02% | 25.06% 8.95% | 4.60% | 38.36% | 0.26%
120 | South Central 353,513 | 37.50% | 8.33% | 0.83% | 43.33% 8.33% | 4.17% | 15.00% | 0.00%
159 | Southeast 192,739 | 14.47% | 0.63% | 1.89% | 30.82% | 10.06% | 5.66% | 38.36% | 0.00%
121 | West 312,933 | 28.93% | 5.79% | 0.83% | 36.36% | 14.88% | 4.96% | 22.31% | 0.00%
220 | Wichita 470,895 | 33.18% | 2.27% | 1.82% | 30.00% | 10.45% | 2.27% | 25.00% | 0.45%
1,441 | Kansas Total 2,764,075 | 25.05% | 3.54% | 1.46% | 29.29% 9.72% | 4.58% | 34.07% | 0.21%

"Other" includes Closed Administratively, Licensure Action, ANE occurred out of state, etc.

Population estimate from U.S. Census Bureau: State and County QuickFacts.
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DISPOSITION OF ADULT REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2006 — JUNE 30, 2007

SRS REGION Outcomes
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Kansas City Metro
6 | Douglas 112,123 | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 16.67% | 83.33% | 0.00%
3 | Franklin 26,513 | 0.00% | 0.00% [ 0.00% [ 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00%
18 | Johnson 516,731 | 11.11% | 0.00% [ 0.00% | 16.67% | 72.22% | 0.00%
0 | Leavenworth 73,628
0 | Miami 30,900
12 | Wyandotte 155,509 | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 8.33% | 91.67% | 0.00%
38 | Total 915,404 | 5.26% | 0.00% [ 0.00% | 13.16% | 84.21% | 0.00%

"Other" includes Closed Administratively, Licensure Action, ANE occurred out of state, etc.

Population estimate from U.S. Census Bureau: State and County QuickFacts.
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DISPOSITION OF ADULT REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2006 — JUNE 30, 2007

SRS REGION Outcomes
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Northeast
4 | Atchison 16,745 | 50.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 50.00% | 0.00%
1 | Brown 10,236 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00%
0 | Clay 8,625
2 | Cloud 9,594 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00%
4 | Dickinson 19,322 0.00% | 0.00% | 50.00% 0.00% | 50.00% | 0.00%
2 | Doniphan 7,865 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00%
1 | Ellsworth 6,332 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 100.00% 0.00% | 0.00%
9 | Geary 24,174 | 44.44% | 0.00% | 11.11% 0.00% | 44.44% | 0.00%
1 | Jackson 13,500 | 100.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% | 0.00%
0 | Jefferson 18,848
0 | Jewell 3,324
1 | Lincoln 3,396 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00%
2 | Marshall 10,349 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00%
1 | Mitchell 6,299 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00%
3 | Nemaha 10,374 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00%
0 | Osage 16,958
2 | Ottawa 6,168 0.00% [ 0.00% | 0.00% | 50.00% | 50.00% | 0.00%
0 | Pottawatomie 19,220
0 | Republic 5,033
3 | Riley 62,527 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 66.67% | 33.33% | 0.00%
15 | Saline 54,170 0.00% | 0.00% | 6.67% 0.00% | 93.33% | 0.00%
21 | Shawnee 172,693 | 19.05% | 0.00% | 0.00% 476% | 76.19% | 0.00%
0 | Wabaunsee 6,895
1 | Washington 5,944 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00%
72 | Total 518,591 | 15.28% [ 0.00% | 5.56% 6.94% | 73.61% | 0.00%

"Other" includes Closed Administratively, Licensure Action, ANE occurred out of state, etc.

Population estimate from U.S. Census Bureau: State and County QuickFacts.
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DISPOSITION OF ADULT REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2006 — JUNE 30, 2007

SRS REGION Outcomes
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South Central

24 | Butler 63,147 | 0.00% | 0.00% [ 0.00% [ 0.00% [ 95.83% | 4.17%
0 | Chase 3,070
2 | Chautauqua 3,953 | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00%
0 | Coffey 8,701

24 | Cowley 34,931 | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 8.33% | 87.50% | 4.17%
0| EIk 3,077
0 | Greenwood 7,067
0 | Harper 5,952

17 | Harvey 33,643 | 17.65% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 82.35% | 0.00%
0 | Kingman 7,975
2| Lyon 35,369 | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 50.00% | 50.00% | 0.00%
2 | Marion 12,760 | 0.00% [ 0.00% [ 0.00% | 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00%

15 | McPherson 29,380 | 0.00% [ 0.00% [ 0.00% [ 6.67% | 80.00% | 6.67%
0 | Morris 6,046

11 | Reno 63,706 | 18.18% | 0.00% | 0.00% [ 9.09% [ 72.73% | 0.00%
2 | Rice 10,295 | 50.00% [ 0.00% [ 0.00% | 0.00% | 50.00% [ 0.00%
1| Sumner 24,441 | 0.00% | 0.00% [ 0.00% [ 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00%

98 | Total 353,513 | 6.12% | 0.00% | 0.00% [ 5.10% [ 86.73% | 3.06%

"Other" includes Closed Administratively, Licensure Action, ANE occurred out of state, etc.

Population estimate from U.S. Census Bureau: State and County QuickFacts.

App.4-3




DISPOSITION OF ADULT REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2006 — JUNE 30, 2007

SRS REGION Outcomes
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Southeast
0 | Allen 13,677
0 | Anderson 8,051
0 | Bourbon 14,950
4 | Cherokee 21,451 | 0.00% | 0.00% [ 0.00% [ 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00%
4 | Crawford 38,059 | 25.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 75.00% | 0.00%
8 | Labette 22,203 | 12.50% [ 0.00% [ 0.00% | 12.50% | 75.00% | 0.00%
1] Linn 9,962 | 0.00% [ 0.00% [ 0.00% [ 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00%
10 | Montgomery 34,692 | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 90.00% | 10.00%
6 | Neosho 16,298 | 0.00% | 16.67% [ 0.00% | 0.00% | 83.33% [ 0.00%
0 | Wilson 9,889
1 | Woodson 3,507 | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00%
34 | Total 192,739 | 5.88% | 2.94% | 0.00% | 2.94% | 85.29% | 2.94%

"Other" includes Closed Administratively, Licensure Action, ANE occurred out of state, etc.

Population estimate from U.S. Census Bureau: State and County QuickFacts.
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West
0 | Barber 4,974
4 | Barton 27,511 ] 0.00% | 0.00% [ 0.00% 50.00% | 50.00% | 0.00%
0 | Cheyenne 2,911
0 | Clark 2,206
0 | Comanche 1,884
0 | Decatur 3,120
0 | Edwards 3,138
2 | Ellis 26,926 | 0.00% | 0.00% [ 0.00% 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00%
0 | Finney 39,097
2 | Ford 33,783 | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00%
0 | Gove 2,721
3 | Graham 2,677 | 0.00% | 0.00% [ 0.00% 66.67% | 33.33% | 0.00%
0| Grant 7,552
0 | Gray 5,852
0 | Greeley 1,331
0 | Hamilton 2,594
0 | Haskell 4,171
0 | Hodgeman 2,071
0 | Kearny 4,469
0 | Kiowa 2,969
1] Lane 1,797 ] 0.00% [ 0.00% [ 0.00% | 100.00% 0.00% | 0.00%
0 | Logan 2,675
0 | Meade 4,561
0 | Morton 3,138
0 | Ness 2,946
0 | Norton 5,584
0 | Osborne 3,978
0 | Pawnee 6,515
0 | Phillips 5,444
1| Pratt 9,436 | 0.00% | 0.00% [ 0.00% 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00%
0 | Rawlins 2,643
1 | Rooks 5,290 | 0.00% | 0.00% [ 0.00% 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00%
1| Rush 3,317 | 0.00% | 0.00% [ 0.00% 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00%
2 | Russell 6,740 | 0.00% | 0.00% [ 0.00% 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00%
0 | Scott 4,643
1 | Seward 23,404 | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00%
0 | Sheridan 2,600
0 | Sherman 5,981

App.4-5
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0 | Smith 4,024
1 | Stafford 4435] 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 100.00% | 0.00% | 0.00%
0 | Stanton 2,232
0 | Stevens 5,287
0 | Thomas 7,468
0 | Trego 2,993
0 | Wallace 1,557
0 | Wichita 2,288
18 | Total 312,933 | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 33.33% | 72.22% | 0.00%

"Other" includes Closed Administratively, Licensure Action, ANE occurred out of state, etc.

Population estimate from U.S. Census Bureau: State and County QuickFacts.
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Wichita

80 | Sedgwick 470,895 | 3.75% | 0.00% | 1.25% [ 2.50% [ 92.50% | 0.00%

"Other" includes Closed Administratively, Licensure Action, ANE occurred out of state, etc.

Population estimate from U.S. Census Bureau: State and County QuickFacts.

App.4 -7



DISPOSITION OF ADULT REPORTS RECEIVED JULY 1, 2006 — JUNE 30, 2007

SRS REGION Outcomes
7] —
o ©
(@] o =
o o] = o c
x 2007 | 3 SE | =8 . 2 c =
g Population @ T T Sz 2 x .2 2
. e c =2 O O = o © )
F | County Estimate a O« X o @) Z g a
38 | KC Metro 915,404 | 5.26% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 13.16% | 84.21% | 0.00%
72 | Northeast 518,591 | 15.28% | 0.00% | 5.56% | 6.94% | 73.61% | 0.00%
South
98 | Central 353,513 | 6.12% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 5.10% | 86.73% | 3.06%
34 | Southeast 192,739 | 5.88% | 2.94% | 0.00% [ 2.94% | 85.29% | 2.94%
18 | West 312,933 | 0.00% [ 0.00% [ 0.00% | 33.33% | 72.22% | 0.00%
80 | Wichita 470,895 | 3.75% | 0.00% | 1.25% | 2.50% | 92.50% | 0.00%
Total
339 | Kansas 2,764,075 | 7.08% | 0.29% | 1.47% | 7.08% | 84.37% | 1.18%

"Other" includes Closed Administratively, Licensure Action, ANE occurred out of state, etc.

Population estimate from U.S. Census Bureau: State and County QuickFacts.
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